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|  Research on the female offender has produded two
explanations of the female criminal personality: “the female offender

.either as a masculinated women or as an anguished: woman possessing -

ABSTRACT

low self-esteem afid poor self-control. To investigate the . o
applicability of each position, 144 black male and femgle criminals
and noncriminals completed the Bem Sex Role Inventory,/ the Tennessee
Self Concept Scale, the Rosenbaum Self Control Schedule, a shortened
form of the Quick Test, and a demographic questionnajre. -
Demographically, the group had a mean age of 20.8 years, a mean

. educational level of 10.3 years, were unemployed or/ had an income -

" below $5000, and rated 21 on a 11-77 point scale of social status. An
‘analysis of .the results showed that contrary to the -masculinated

. woman theory, female criminals were more feminine than male criminals

+

_or male and female noncriminals. In partial‘supgﬁrt of.the/éﬁguished
" woman theory, female criminals possessed lower self-esteem and .
self-control than female noncriminals. (BL) /‘, ‘
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| ‘ ‘ ?Abstra:ct ' .
:‘ Two general persd’lallty th?ories have been proposed to account for
female crlmmahty ‘The masculmated theory deplcts female

.

cr1mma1§ as havmg charactenstlcs more typlcall’y found-:rf‘fnm The <

P

angulshed woman theory characterlzes the fema(le cqnnnal as an .

~

-y mdlv:Lduai Mth low self-esteem -and pobr seIf—control In an attdnpt

\. v to test the appllcablllty of each p031t10n, male and £ 1e_ erimimals
. O
a}:e Tennessee

and non-cnnnna&s completed the Bem Sex Role Inventory,

Self Concept Scale, the Rosenbaum Self—Control Schedule, the Qu1ck

T\
'I‘est measure cfm‘;ntelhgence, and a demographlc questlonnalre g

Contrary to the masculmated woman theory, the results mdlca‘ted that
" wormken crmu_nals s:ored 31gr11f1cmt1y hlgher on fEm_ninlty and lower |

~

on masculmlty than did 1nd1v1duals in the other groups.’ Part1a11y
sup ortn‘)?g the angLn.shed woman theory, women criminals scored lower

ot
on self—esteem and self-coﬁtrol than d1d women non-crmn.nals ‘ Th_e '

Y

N
results are dlscussed m relatlon to the nature of female cr1mes
: X ,
.+ and the psychologlcal 11mltat10ns of strong sex-typmg i | ;

oy ) l . 4
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oo ' ;"_._ and Self-Control to Female annmallty

/ The R’elatlon,shlp -of Sex-Role Orlentatlon, Se1f-Conc t
N

Factors that mfluence ,cr1m1na1 behavmr have lohg been a toplc '
of 1nterest. and mves 1gat1Qn 'Ihe.re are, obv:Lously, many factors that
1nfluence cr:immall

mbothnmandwouen Recent work has begun

to point out the- soc1a14 and et;onamc varlables that contribute to-

- female mvolvement in crime (Rans %978) Clearly th%se factors are -

1mportant it ot all 1nd1v1dua1s who suffer economic depr:watlon

commit cr:.mes For th.'LS reason, the present study was conceived

to éqalore possible personailty variables . mvolved in fenale crlnunallty |
v Research on the fenale offender, though scant, in re1at10n to the .

attentlon focused on her male comterpart ‘has prodhced two maJor

explanatlons bf the female cr1m1nal personallty the mascullnated

wonm theory and “the angu.lshedmlan theory The fJ.rst portrays . :

the female offender as a msculmated ‘women, emulatlng male behav10r ‘

in her ch01ce of a criminal career, whlle the setond’ attrlbutes

female c'rumnallty to certain personallty factbrs, such as’ low self- -

esteem and nmpulswlty, m;hich combine to form the backdrop for ,crimmal

A
. )

voivement; .
Research related to the masculmated wzxnan theory of female ’
crimmahty has pomted to the biolog1ca1 similarity between female ",

- crirfinals and men (Lombroso 1920), the pems-envy reflected 4n female .
crimmal‘ behav10r (Klem, 1976), and the sex-role rebellion ev1dent T
in- female crimi’_r_xals \(Klein, 1976). Some have also posited avcorrelation'

| hetween the risein 'fexgnale crime and the wmﬁl“'s'ﬁ)oyenent ‘(Crites, 1976; ,

Ty, . ,
1
e . ¢ - 5




. Female Cnnuna'llty '
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De:m.ng 1977; Iacovetta, l975 Levanthal 1977) They theorlze that N
.the growmg ecionanlc mdependence and mcreased ps;(chologlcal llbaratlon
of women is contnbutmg to a new and more sgrlous form of cn.mmallty, _ |
characterlzed by aggres51ve vlolent offenses (Cntes 1976). E |
‘ | &nplrlcal support for the masculmated womam theory is found m. :
two ‘studies by Cochrane (l97l 1974) whlch dealt with values as
_ ‘correlates of devn.ancy in fenale offenders In these studles the
female inmates c_!,rsplayed greater h/edom.sm and less concern for other "
people the countryl or “the world in general than the control..groups
Coctirane believed that these female offenders would find it chffléult
to fit 1nto the feminine. role patterns drawn up by soc1ety, due e1ther |
'to a certam amount of nnle 1dent1f1cat10n-(the female pnsoners ‘
values were more s.un:Llar to those of the male prlsoners\than they
were to the female controls) or @ re_]ectlon of the female mold
(Cochrane, 1971)¢ | - 5
Cochrane's studles are signlflcant smce they form the one solid \
, emplrlcal base of the maSmJ.}inated woman theory Other charactbrlstlcs
of female crime, such as its relation.to the woman s movenent “and
its. expressmn in increasmgly ylolent cr:unes can be challenged |
. Im reality, the women s rights move;nsznt has largely bypassed the '
'subpopulation of "poor, minority females into which the female
\offender typlcally falls (Crites, 1976) These women, rather than
being reclplents of expanded rights and opportmitles gamed by
the women s névetnent are, -instead, witnessing decli_ni.ng survival

opti_.ons (Crites, l976). l?‘emale offenders are generally poory

. 4
- B
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bdwens 1977). Th ' a crimes” contmue to mirror the1r t:raditional
- They are predouu.nantly | - ‘small-scale
fproperty and v1ctmless offenses reflectmg both the\female statu&

'.':'J'as a minor consumer and her tendency to 1nf11ct self-directed rather

/;'_ than outward—directed inj (Ward_, Jackson’ and‘ Warzd, 1958).. In
addltion most female off:dzlis are not invol\}ed J4n violent-'crimes -
approximately ll percent of all .sfemale crime is v:Lolent i.n nat?n:e

“‘\canpared to 89 percent of all maleﬁcrime (United States- General 44/(

. Accounting Office 1979) Although dramatic increases ,are }eported |

: .for women involved in property cr‘imes the proportlon of women

v

:arrested for v:Lolent crimes has remained relatively constant‘ for . e
the past’ twenty ytqérs (F;iale Offender Resource Center 1976" |

Noblit and Burcart, 1976) o Coe L/

./ w

T Despite these facts whlch would sean to qiscredit the relationship '
betvbeen female cri:mnality and the Women's Liberation Movement, the o
belief of a connectlon between the two s'till exists x Indeed the |

+

posmblZ influence o'f the Women's Movement on, fema‘le crinﬁ.nal / |
behavior has not been empiiy 1ly disproved to this point One o i
study (I.e\zanthal 1977) has a tempted to address the/,issue Levanthal s
research :Lndicates that female crimitmls exhibit le; B liberatecf’ .
ex-role attltudes than female college students, o finding whj,ch

would seem to discredit the connection between theiWomen s Mcvanent . };?’
E N i -
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and female cnmmality However, the nmcanpazabihty of the offender.

'populatlon and the college populatlon employed in the study leaves ‘

| 'these results in. doubtj§ A more ngorous study usmg a sex-role ' .

mventory measure and more comparable sanples would be needed to

; obta1n more ‘definitive results. _ | ' ' '
oIt also appears that female crlmes are closely tied to the '

\female sex—role rather than reflectmg male att:).ﬁﬁdes and Values,\

’

" Women ‘seem to comnlt crimes in roles aux111.ary to. men and for lesser
returns often mak:.ng them -more vulnerable to arrest (Hofﬁnan -Bustamarite,
l973)/< In add;,tion, those acts’ for whlch women have rece1ved adequate
traming in the normal process of growing up are more llkely to have

‘ hlgh rates of women arrestees For example women are tr\auned to
" go sho%:pmg for household goods and this "trammg could be related g
to the crnnma,l behavmr of shopliftmg Th&se/crlmes for whlch moxe
masc me Skllls and technlques are reun.red (e.g., auto theft) shqw

| a lower then expect’ed raté of female partlc:rpatlon (Hoffmarm-Bustamante, ‘
1973) ;o | T |
| The "angulshed woman'"" theory, rather than expla:ming female crimes
f~an attempt to em.xlatexgasculine behavn,or, unites various theories
which link’ such personality variables as low self -esteem and poor‘, ,
jimpulse control to female involvement in crime (Konopka 1966

- Pollak, 1950; 'I'homas, 1923 Vedder and Somerville, 1970). Such
pg;smality characterictis as thrill seeking, 1cheliness, dependency.

and deqcptivenqss also fall under thc umbrclla of the anguished woran

’
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o 'Female__Cr‘inﬁnality‘
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Personality studies depict the female offender ‘as a woman  Lacking
in self—confldence and self-esteem, hlghly sub_]ectlve, 1solated and |
w:Lthdram from social intercourse (Panton, 1975) In addltlon, “the

female offender shows greater anotlonal ser131tiv1ty depressmn and .

vdlssatlsfactlon with her life than the female controls against whcm

she' has been measured (Barker and Adams , 1962; C\mrungham 1963;

‘Dahlstrom, Welsh and Dahlstrom, 1972; Hathaway and Monachesi, 1969;

proceduf/es

“out a demo

4 2
[P
Syl

hY

. Squects

Panton, l975) Unfortunately, uuch of this research has relied more

“on subJ t1ve impressions than emplncal data, has used madequate or

k1
no emparison groups and often has used mapproprlate\ statlstlcal

"The a1m of the present study was to mvestlgate both the masculinated

wWoman theory and the anguished woman theory and to draw some conclusions

as to whlch of the approaches can better account for female criminal

ehavn.or In order to assess: tb.is male and femnle crinn_nal and
non-criminal partlclpants completed the Bem Sek Bole Inventory (Bem,

1974, 1981), the Termessee Self-Concept Scale (Fit /;. 1965 Vacchiano

and Strauss, 1968), ‘gnd the Rosenbaum Self-Cont:rol Schedule (RosenbaLm,

'1980) .. The subJects also completed a shortened form of the Quick

Test, an intelligence mcasurt_ (Ammons, and ‘Amuons, 1962))émd filled -

2

graphic informatlon form, SO thnt cmparability of the sample

: %groups could be evaluated.

~

14~

) , Method .- o
| _One hundred fort:y-four subjects particxpated in the study The

.,
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 four* groups consisted of (a) 38 black female and (b) 35 black
male 1nmates from an urban correctiml facility, and f(c) 35 black
' female and (d) 36 black male partic:.pants in pre- vocatmnal trammg
:‘progréms serv1ced by a city teéhnical coliege 'I’he male and female »
criminal parti”enxm\ts in the study were servmg Sentences not exceed‘;.ng
yeai's for the ccxmnssion “of msderreanors and/or minor felorues -
Non-,crmunal participarms were, se1ected on the basis of their general ‘
educaticmal and occupat:lonal sngllarlty to the criminal samples m o
study was lmuted to black participants since the majority of inmates CT

[ held in the urban yconrectlonal fac111ty errp}oyed ih the study were »

© v

of that racial group L [ ",

A limited amount of dcmographic infom tion wes obtz;;.ned for '
each of the 144 participants in the study. Th s infor:&xatlon consisted
of: respondgnt s age (M = 20 8 years) , respondént 5 education Q'i - 10 3
yeard), respondent's income (85 percent of the respondents had incomes
below $5000) A respondcnt s occupation (83 perccmt of the respondents ‘
were uncn1ployc,d or on wolfarc), respondcn"'s Hollingshead social st;atus '
rating M =21, on a scale of 11 to 77), father's occupation (Afﬂ
percent unemploytd or on welfare; 30 pcrLcnt cmployed in unskilled,

- low-status occupat:ions). mother's occupation (68 pcrccnt uncamployed |
‘or on )\:relfnrc; 24 percent cmployed in unskilled, 10Q-stm:us occup'ttéons) ,
father's education M =29.5 yedrs) mother s cducation (M = 9.8 years),

and g\cm\q number of correct rcsponscs on form 1 of the Quick 'I‘est
, im.d'li?enu measure (M = 33.8),

[ . “
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. )
Proc'edure .
‘Three inventories, the Bem Sex Role,Inventory; the' Rosenbaum
' Self,-Coﬁt:rol Schedule, and the Temmessee Self-Concept Scale, were
adminis'f:ered to the participants in groups of five t:c;‘ tm}‘persons. -
After the participants we‘re seated in the t:est:ing room, the . |
white, female interviewer greeted them and pr‘oceeded to d:LsLTibut:e
1nformed consent blanks dermgraphlc information sheets, t:he three : »
inventories and thé Quick Test. The int:erviewer explained that the
subjects would be. part:lcipat:ing in a study invest:igat:ing a nunber
of persqnah.t:y characteristics, so it was important: that t:hey be
hon’cst: in respond g to t:he invcntorics. ,’
A The intervie r stuted that particimtim in the study was
cntirely. volunt:.ﬁ.ryl and that subject:s could choose not to participato
and leave at any point d\uring the session. Shc called their -
attention t:b the informed consent blank askcd them to read if ’
.qilcntly and sign it if t:hcy were williny to participate in Lhc study.
I‘ollowing this t.hc. subju,t,s .Jt,u'm,i(m was drawn to the dcmogmphic
.. infonmtfc/m shccts and the interviewer ucpl.:incd that although th(_ '
anonymit.y of, each subjuct would be strictly tmintaincd it was
;n(*ccnf;nry to obtnin a mindml amount of infonmtkm about the *xrricipunta.
The interviewer Lhcn allmd th(, pt\rticiptmts u iivc-mimite period to o
£111 out the dcmographic_ inf, onmtion sheets,
K When this task hnd betn campleted, the intervicwer hsked the

subjects to refer to the folders’ containmg the three inventories and

the Quick Test, Detailed instructions on each of the instruments were then -
,given to the subjects. ’Ihe‘subjects were instructed to begin working on )
the Quick Test as soon as the instructions were cmplétcd, The s

L ’ 4 ' i

‘ . ; S < fu




" ¥ Female Criminality
- | | 10
interviewer informed the subjects that uhé\‘they finished ‘answering
‘the inventories, they should place the demographic informa‘ticn. sheets
inside the inventory folders, hand them in and leave the testing room.
The subjects were then thanked in advance fo,r their participation in
the study. The mjorit.y of subjects were able to complete thc task
'witmn an hour perxod
Results

~ Demographic Information

v ~

Two-by-two analyses of variance, with sex and crmrinalitv as ’mde-
pendcnt variables perfonncd on age, educatidn incomz ‘and }bllingshead
~ social status rating of the respondonc. and fathcr s and mother's
occupation and education yielded the follaying results. Significz_mt
main effects for sex indicated that men }ud greater incomca-. I(l 140) =
5.06, p€.05, scored higher on the Hollingshcad social stdtus rating
“scale, F(1,140) = 6.30, R<. 05, and came from familics in which the
father's, F(1,140) = 4. 07 E< 05, 'mcl mother's c_ducat.ion Fd, 1100) e
h.44, p €.05, was greater than the wormen comnterparts.  Sipgnificant -
mn cof fcctn for cx-‘imi.xlmlit;y imlicatch that cxir_niml.s wore 0ldx~r.
F(1,140) = 24.91, p <.001, more cducaﬁed.i-‘(lﬂ,l&O) = 6.102.‘1’)‘(.05.
had preater inccxm:;.l F(1,140) = 22.59, p<.001, acoved higher on |
the !h-)l'l;ingnlu:nfl pocinl ntatus rnting, ¥(1,140) ~ 30,50, p<.001,
and cane fran famllies in which the Father's education was greater,
F(1,140) = 7.71, p<.01, than L‘lw'nc*n—crimiml comnterparts.  Newnan-Keuls
analynen b.'.l:;cJ on the sipndfleant Interactions for sex by criminality

'
o income, F(1,140) = 5.05, p <.05, .and Hollingghead eocfal gtatus
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rating, F(1, 140) = 6.14, p<.05, indicated that mle criminals
 scored sigmficzmtly highet than did any other growps (all p <. 05) . -
No other main effects or interactions reached significance. Because
of the partial nonconparability between the samples as indicated by
cimsg results, care was Eakm to follow up analysis.of variace
with analysis of covariance procedures in order to partial. out
possible confounding effects. ‘

Bem Sex Role Inventory - chininity Scale

A two-by-two analysis of variance, with sex and crixm_mlity as
' ;indcpc'ndmt variables, performed on the total femininity score
on thé Bem Sex Role Inventory indicated a significant main cf;’ccc
“for sex, F(1,140) =-16.64, p €.001, and an interaction for sex by
by criminality, F(1.140) - 6.30, p <.0L. |
Three analyses of covariance were also conducteﬁ to assess
the degree to which other variables could account for the above
cffccu, The firat analysis of covariance asscasced the effects
of gex -and uimimli't.y on ﬁ-minihity scores with' nubject v.n‘inblea
(age, cduwation, fncam, occupation, and Hollingehead pocial status’
ﬂrlatim') an mvarinte-z. This analysis indicated a sipnificant main
effect for sex, F(1, 135) - 18,34, p €.001, and an inter actim for
pex by criminalivy, };(l_,l.J)) = 1111, n(.()()l. A mumd umlynin of
covariance wan perfonmed ‘in a pimilar mamer with parental attributes
(father's occupation, mother's occupation, f\th@t ¢ education, .

mother'n education) an c.wm‘i,at'es. Again, a sippificant main nffmt!‘

for sex, F(1,136) = 18.11, p €£.001, and for sex by criminality,

\ .




j.'v‘-.. | . _ \i E : o F;emale. ma]eityv |
. FF(J. 136) = 8 53 R< 01 was found A fmal analysis of. couarlance | .
.lwas éonducted with scores from the Qu:l.ck Test intelllgence measure . k -
‘t:he covanate Agam, the mam eff&ct“ for seex, F‘(l 139) “ "‘*'._" e
- ,27 36,, &( 001 and the sex by crmn.‘rmllty mteraction, F(l— 139)
. :4 93 R< 05 reached s:.gnlffance. e L
| ,' A Durmett $. Multlple Range Test conpanng all mean values to
'j the female crmnnal mean, :Lndlcated that female. cr:tmmals d.lsplayed
- s1gm.f1cant1y hlgher feuu.mnlty scores than thelr male cnmmal
counterparts (p_( 01) or the male (p- ( 01) mdfenale p<. 05)
non-crumnal partlc}/pants (See 'I‘able 1 for all results). '

[ .

A

|  Insert Table 1 about here

5o
-

“Bem Sex Role Inventory Masculmlty Scale S ﬁg ,

A two-by-two analys1s of varl%'lce, w1th sex and crmnnallty as
mdependent variables, performed on the total masculn.m.ty score on
.the Bem Sex Role Inventory, indicased a s1gnif1cant main effect for
sex, Fd, 140) = 81 62, R< 001 and an mteractlon for sex by
cr].xm.nallty, F(1,140) = 12. ao p_( 001.

| Three analyses of Vovarlance were conducted to assess the extent
 to wh:.ch other varlables could account for the above effects FlrSt
an analys1s of covarlance was perfomed with sex and crmn_nahty as
mdependent varlables and the SUbJeCt var:.ables as covarlates ThJ.S
analys1s 1nd1cated a s1gnf1c1ant ‘main effect for sex, F(l 135) |
v'68 29, p<. 001, and an mteractlon for sex by cn.:m_nallty, F(l 135)
: i o, : . _

L
‘ |

13




e -+ " Femle Crilinality
' -J,B 57 R< .001L. AYsecond analysm of covariance, using ,sex alfd ",,.
crimmallty as mdependent vanables ‘and parental attributes ‘as N
" covariates| ‘was conducted and yielded a s:.gnlflcant main effect
' for sex, F(]. 136) = f3 59 p_( 001 and an, mteraction for sex by -
3 crlmmality, F(l 137) 12.83, p <. 00l. A third-and final analy31s
of covariance was perfomed mth sex and crum.nallty as :.ndependent _
Varlables and the c.k Test as the covar:late ?&gain a 31gm.f1cant _
"ma:m effect for sex, F(l 139) -91 00 p«. 001 ‘and an mteractlon
for sex by criminality, F(1, 139) - 12. 66, p<. 001, was found

A Dunnett s }'Ih.:ltlple Range Test compar:.ng all mean values
to the fanale criminal mean, mdlc‘?ted that female crmn.nals dlsplayed N
»‘_31gnlf1cantly lower masculmlty scbres than theg.r male crnm.nal R .

, !
: counterparts or the \‘nﬁle and female non-crlmmal sub_]ects (a11

. [}
| p_< 01): |
, Rosenbaum Self—Control Schedule '

- A two—by-tWo analysis of varlance, with sex and crlmmallty as

mdependent varlables performed on the subject responses to the

| Rosenbaum Self—Con 01 'Schedule revealed no 31gn.'|_f1cant effects.

The three analyses c\>f covanance, w:Lth sub_]ect varlables parmtal
att:rlbutes and Qulck Test scores as covarlates each mdlcated a

'31gnlf1cant main effect @<. 05) for crmn_nallty, F(l, 135) = 4,23, o
F(l 136) = 5. 18 FQa, 139) 9 49 respectlvely "

o In order to further exarmne the nature of the cr1m1na11ty effect /
a s:unple maJn effects test, using the erro:; term from the Qu:Lck Test |

¥ '

/
- covarlate analys1s was done for each sex. The simple maln effects /
. q' 3 . e @, .

. » " Y
. . e N
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-“ tqst for/» ihdicated that fema—le criminals scored signiflcantly .

Lower /'_On self- control then did female non-crimn.nals F(1 139) = 4 86,

B¢, 5. The simple main effects test for men indicated no 81gn.1f1cant
"difference due to crimmallty | '
'I‘ermessee SeIﬁ-Concept Scale E . ,'. .

/ - A two-by-tée\analysls of var{arlce, with sex and criminality as

L 1ndependent vanables, performed on part1c1pants responses to the

'I‘ermessee Self- Conoept Scale ;Lndicated no s1gm_f1cant effects Us;l_ng
the same method prevmusly descrlbed threeoanalyses of covanance '
| were run a:ploylng subJect variables, parental attr:.butes and the

§ Qu:n.ck Test as covarlates Aga:.n, no slgnJ.flcant effects were found

| . One addltlonal analys1s of covarlance spemed ca11ed for. The -
Tennessee Self-Concept Scale includes a 'I‘rue/False scale which measures
whether the 1nd1v1dua1 s approach to the- task mvolves a stron'g !
tendency to agree or dlsagree .regardless of item content. It does

| ‘ not seem unreasonable to hypothes12e that 1nd:|.v1dua1s in the criminal

S groups may be susceptlble to this- type of - response bias. Indeed a
2x2 analys1s of variance on the True/False scores mdlcated a
slgnlflcant main effect for crmnnallty, F(l 140) = 19.55, 2( 001 .
leen thls fmdfng, an analysz.s of covarlance was conc.’mcted on the
Tennessee Self -Concept Scale\scores with sex and crlmlnallty as the

~ independent variables and the True/False\ssrf;: as the cmrarlate

This analysls indicated a. slgm.flcant main ct for cr:.mmallty,

Fa1w> 16.06, p .001.

In order to fu:r:ther examine the hature of thJ.s effect, a simple -

- nmn’ei{fects t;st was dqne on criminality w:.th:n each sex. The

15
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simple main effects test for women1 i.ndicatqd that female criminals _
scored significantly lower femalenon-érimmalf, F(1; 139) = ,

6.74, p<.05. The sunple main effects test for men found 1o

signflcant difference dtJe to cr:_mmallty .‘/

. \
\

’\ : D1scuss1cm '

The present study was deslgned to ‘explore the applicablhty of
the masculinated woman theory and the angulshed woman. theory as
explmétlons of the nature of female crinﬂ.nallty S:Lgnlflcant
effects on both the Masculmity and Femininity scales of the Bem
Sex Role Inventory :Lnd:Lcate that female cr:.mmals are 1ess |
stereotypically masculme and more- stereotyplcally fetm_nine than
e their male crmmal counterparts or the male and female
hon—crumnal subJects Further results from the Rosenbaum Self-
Control Schedule appear to pomt to a lower degree of self-control
in cn.mmal participants than in the:Lr non-cr:um.nal counterpa.rts
This effect is pr1mar11y due to differences between female crmﬂ.nals
and female non-criminals. Fmally, when 'I‘rue/False scale scores
serve as the covariate, slgnlflcant results achieved on an analysls '
of covarlance of the Tennessee Se].f—Concept Scale indicate that,
overall, crlmmals have lower se1f—concepts than the non-crmnnal
‘control subjects. Agam thls effect is pr:.marlly due to d1fferences
between female crumnals and female non-cmnunals

 The results of present study, especially the significantly
h:.gher femininity scqres ‘and slgmflcantly lower masculnm.ty scores-

of the female crimina. subJects, run comnter to’ the masculinated

o -
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woman theory of female criminality, which‘ assertp that women invol,ved

in crime are rmre masculine than their nm—crinﬂnai counten“rts and

.

self-unage Bayed on the present study as well as, previous research
findings which ‘point to the sex-typed, relatively non-vmlent

. nature of female crime (Wolfgang, 1958; Glbbens and Prince, 1962

Hoffman-Bustamante, 1973 Female Offender Resom:ce Center 1976;

Nobllt and Burcart, ’L976 Smart, 1977) it appears that the mascullnated
woman theory is a rather nalve , simpllstlc and uncorroborated
explanatlon of female crmn.nallty If women were mdeed commi t ting
crimes out of a dESlre to be more like men, one would expect th\e;n

to be exh::.blt:mg more mascul:.ne tralts and values than their

non-crmunal female peers, as well as engagmg in an mcreasmg

'percentage of molent typlcally male sex-typed crimes. Thls simply

is not the case.' Indeed the present data suggest that female and

male criminals are particularly sex-typed."_2 '

Given that \prev10us R
research. has indicated that strongly sex-typed individuals‘t.,are less .
adapatlve in some social situations (Ickés and Eqrnes 1978) and

prefer to choose sex-appropnate act1v1t1es, even at personal cost

(Bem, 1975; Bem and Lerney, l976) it can be’ 'sReculated ‘that sex- typed

md1v1duals, because of thelr psychologlcally l:umted optlons are

more 1.1.kely to choose 1llegal but sex-approprlate act1v1t1es

"The present study tends to glve moderate support to the angulshed
woman theory of female cmn.nallty Results fran the Rosenbaum L a

Self-Control Schedule and the Tennzssee Self-Concept Scale glve
.<'/ P . '

. 3 . - -
.
. L . . .
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sane prelind.nAry ix?dicati%hat fanale criminals have a 1ower degree
of éelf-corttrol and self-esteem than their female, non-crimmal peers

,Whilé these results appear to support the anguished WaKman theory, .
)they are not unequivocal A’close examimtion of the results indicates |

that’ the effects of criminality for womsa on self-control and self-concept
non-criminal

women. Such & pattern can only be used to support the anguished woman
) theory, if 1t can be argued that most women s particular rac1a1
. social and economic group normally score ha.gher on self-esteem and .
3 self-control than do men from this group
| Such an argunent in our oplonion isnot unreasonable. While
research on the Black female is almost as scarce as that on the
female offender, there appears to be some evldence that Black women
do have a hlgh degree of self-confldence (Flchter 1970), gs well as’
. a hlgh level of confidence in their competence and ablllty (Epstein,
“1973). In addltlon, studies of Black adolescents reveallthat Black
“females exhibit fever behavioral difficulties than their male
counterparts (Pettlgrew, 1964), have h.1gher academic achlevement
and mtellectual develo t than Black males (Baughman and Dah.lstrom, o,
1968), and a greater awareness of the occupatlonal opportunity .
st:mcture for members of the Black race’ tj'nan do Black males It -
appears tw Black ccmmmlty represents the pnmary reference |
group for Black women and prov1des a different standard of self-evaluation
than that of the White camnmcy (Gurin and Epps, 1975)-and this

I;_standard can ser,ve as the basis for, the reallstlc enhancement of
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sélf-esteem among, Black wormen (Dobsori 1970'; I,adner 1972) Givedx
these results, it can be expect:ed \:h;t‘: Black womcn normally gscore e .-
higher on self—cont:rol and self-esteen: measures than Black men. The -
fact that this ele'vation was not evident\for crim:lnal women suggests
unusually low scores for this group.

While care shouldvbe taken in extrapolating from the results &
on this litited sample, the study is encowraging in that it . (, |
repudiates predictions )from the masculinated woman theory of fema}e .

criminality. Future resea:rch should concentrate on speJifying nbre
exactly the psychological charactens,tics t:hat are related to female )

crmunality as well as explormg personallty variables in the context.

of economic theorles of female crnmnallty .
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. Foataates
l"mﬁé!‘re.gmn eriminals reportad higher fncaees 45 that they were

asked [0 vepurt thelr incoms level prior to fsprisoesent Witle the

non-criminals lreported cugrent inecep, ’ e
. M fh & el
“fost hod tewnsan-Keuls aalyses indicated that male oriminals
PO ¢
’ #

scorkd Nigher o the mazculinity scale and lowey o the {Hmininity

seale\than did ay of the other groups, including the tale nai-oriminals,

-




Table, 1

All Scores as a Function of Sex and cmninali_ti'
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Dependent Measure

Women

oL
>

| BSRI - Femininify

BSRI - Masculinity
'Rosenbaum Self-Control =~ ' 34.84
Termessée Self-Concept - 301.58 - - 317 .00,

. 55.82
42,26

%

©osL1
48.88
57.34

T e ] .
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